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Abstract
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1 Introduction

The present paper concerns irreducible time-homogenous Markov chains
with a finite state space in discrete time. We are interested in the effects of
perturbations of the transition matrix on the stationary distribution and on
other statistical quantities.

This question has a long history, starting with Schweizer [?]. Let S be
a finite set, and ¢ = (q(t | s))stcs an irreducible transition matrix. Let
¢ = ((q(t | s))stes be another transition matrix. Denote by 1 = (us)ses
and I = (lis)ses the stationary distributions that correspond to ¢ and ¢
respectively. Schweizer [?] estimated ||u — [i]|lo as a function of ||¢ — ql|c,
using the fundamental matrix of Kemeny and Snell [?]. A vast literature
has followed up Schweizer, and provided various estimates to ||y — j1]|co and
ws—ils| (g € §) as a function of ||g — Gllso. See, e.g., [?], [?], [2], 2], 2], [2].

Hs
O’Cinneide [?] studied the effects of entry-wise relative perturbations on

s _/»Alfs

the stationary distribution; that is, he provided a bound on

q(t]s) ﬁ(t\é‘)}
q(tls)” q(tls) -

Our paper differs from the existing literature in three respects. First,

as a

function of max, ;s {

we introduce a new way to measure the difference between two transition

matrices. In the spirit of the entry-wise relative perturbations of O’Cinneide

q(tls)
q(t[s)

all pairs s,t € S. Rather, the maximum is taken over all frequent transitions

[?], our measure is max{‘l — }, but the maximum is not taken over

s — t. Formally, the notion of closeness between ¢ and ¢ is the following.
For a transition matrix ¢, we define (; = mingcccg Y sec 1sq(C | 5), where
C = S\ C is the complement of C in S. This is a variant of the conductance

(see, e.g., [?], [?], [?]). Given €, > 0, we say that ¢ is (e, 5)-close to g if

a(tls)
q(t[s)

(b) psq(t|s) > e(q. Condition (a) holds whenever the transition from s to

for every two states s,t € S, ‘1 - < 8 whenever (a) usq(t|s) > ¢, or
t occurs frequently. Condition (b) is not analogous to (a), since it involves
the stationary distribution of ¢, and the transition matrix g.

Provided € and 8 are small enough, we show that g is irreducible, and

% is close to 1 for each s € S.



The logic behind this closeness relation, and its novelty, is that even
large perturbations that occur in rarely visited states should not affect too
much the stationary distribution. This point is illustrated in the example
that is studied in the next section.

A motivation for using this closeness measure is the following statistical
implication. Assume a statistician observes a realization si,...,sy of (the
first N components of) a Markov chain with unknown irreducible transition
matrix g. Given these observations, he computes the empirical transition
matrix ¢ and the invariant distribution zi of ¢ (if sy = s1, i coincides with
the empirical occupancy measure). For fixed €, 8 > 0, if N is large enough,
q is (g, 8)-close to ¢ with probability close to one, hence [ is an accurate
estimate of the invariant distribution of the underlying Markov chain.

Second, instead of using matrix analysis, we use the graph techniques
developed by Freidlin and Wenzell [?] and extensively used in the analysis
of Markov chains with rare transitions (see, e.g., Catoni [?]).

Third, our approach allows us to estimate the sensitivity of other sta-
tistical quantities, such as the exit distribution from a given set and the
average length of visits to a given set.

The paper is organized as follows. Section B contains the statements
of the main results. We also study there an example that illustrates the
advantage of our closeness relation, and compares the bound we derive to
existing bounds. Section B briefly recalls standard formulas, and states few
elementary properties of graphs. Section Hl is devoted to the proof of the

main result. The last section deals with a variation of the main result.

2 Notations and results

Let S be a finite set, fixed through the paper, with at least two elements.
For every subset C C S, C = S\ C is the complement of C' in S, |C] is
its cardinality, and A(C') is the set of probability distributions over C'. For
s € C C S, wewrite C'\ s instead of the more cumbersome C'\ {s}.



2.1 Main result

Let ¢ be an irreducible transition matrix over S, with stationary distribution
i = (ps)ses. For every C' C S we denote pic = Y . its- Let g be another
transition matrix over S. Assuming ¢ is irreducible, we wish to bound the
distance between p and f.

Our notion of closeness of ¢ to ¢ involves a measure of how mixing ¢ is.
Our measure involves the quantity

¢ = min > puq(C|s), (1)
eC

pcCccs
S

which is a variant of the conductance, see e.g. [?], [?], [?]. Given C' C S,
the quantity > .~ psq(C'| s) measures the average frequency of transitions
out of C'. Hence, (,, being the lowest such frequency, is a measure of how

isolated a subset C' may be. Formally,

Definition 1 Let ¢,8 > 0. We say that a transition matriz q is (g, 3)-

1- gg}‘;; < B whenever (a)

close to q if for every two states s,t € S,

psq(tls) = eCq or (b) psqli]s) > egq.

Note that this closeness notion is not symmetric, since we use only the
stationary distribution of q.

Denote L = Zlnsz‘zl (\§|)n\5|_ We now state our main result.

Theorem 2 Let 3 € (0,1/2151) and let e € (0, i(xlfsfz) For every irreducible

transition matriz q on S and every transition matriz q that is (g, B)-close to
q:
1. q is irreducible.

2. Its stationary distribution [ satisfies ‘1 — % < 18BL for each s € S.

2.2 An example and comparison with existing bounds

As mentioned in the introduction, many authors provided bounds for the

sensitivity of the stationary distribution.



We now study an example that first highlights the logic behind the close-
ness relation, and second shows that in some cases, the bound we give is
better than existing bounds.

Fix 6 € (0,1/2). Take a Markov chain with three states and transition

matrix as follows.
a1 1) =1-3, q3]1) =6 q(1]2) =q(1]3) = 1.

Thus, in every other stage the process visits state 1. In particular, the

stationary distribution p is given by

. 1 1-6061 1 1-96 6 )
Cq—mln{—— §X6’§X(1_5)’T+§}_§'

Fix 0< 8<1/8=1/2,0<e<pB(1-p)/3Land 0 <7y <e. In
particular, one can choose n = 3/C, where C' > 1 is some fixed scalar,
independent of 4.

Define a transition matrix ¢ by
q211)=1-06,q38[1)=0,q1]2)=1,q(1[3)=1-n, q2]|3)=n.

Thus, we only change the transitions out of state 3. Moreover, whereas the
relative size of the transition 3 — 1 changed moderately, the relative size of

the transition 3 — 2 changed dramatically.

alts)
D

s # 3, and ‘1 - 5(1‘3)‘ =n < fB. The claim now follows, since pzq(2 |3) =0

= 0 whenever

We first argue that g 'is (g, 5)-close to g. Indeed,

q(1[3)
and,ug(’j(2|3):g><77<gq><€.
Thus, Theorem P states that

W“;ﬁ < 18LB = 18LCh.

This example highlights the logic behind our closeness relation. Since
state 3 is rarely visited, the stationary distribution is not too sensitive to
changes in transitions out of this state, even though these changes are rela-

tively large.



Cho and Meyer [?] bound the sensitivity of the stationary distribution

by the mean first passage time:

q9—4q
S H 2/\HOO % 1?7?8}( Mt787 (2)

‘,us - ﬁs
s

where M, ¢ is the mean first passage time from state t to state s.
Observe that in the example Mj 3 = 2/§ while My 3 = 2/§ —1, hence the

% is n x %, which is worse than our bound

bound provided in [?] for
when ¢ is small.

In the case of two-state chains, the bound (@) is very close to the bound
that can be derived from Theorem B, up to a universal constant. Indeed,

@) then reduces to

Ns_ﬁs 1 1

ths

q(2[1) " q(1]2)
(3)

On the other hand, ¢; = min {y1¢(2[1), p2q(1]2)}. Hence, Theorem B yields
q(2]1) — qA(2|1)‘ q(1]2) — g(1]2) ‘}
q(2[1) o a)2) ’

provided 8 < 1/4 - an inequality which is slightly more precise than (@), up

‘Ns_ﬁs

< 3643, with g = max{‘

S

to a constant 72.

Kirkland et al [?] bound the relative sensitivity by

o=l o
< e A,

‘,Us — s
s

where A is the fundamental matrix of [?], and Ay is the (n — 1) x (n — 1)

submatrix of A obtained by deleting the s’th row and column.

1 —146
One can verify that in our example A3 = , so that
-1 1
1/6 —-141/§ -~
Al = ; ) / . Thus, the bound for % is 1/26, which is
1/6 1/6

worse than our bound when ¢ is small.

Note that the entry-wise ratio bound given by O’Cinneide [?] is not

useful in this example, since ¢(2 | 3) = 0 while g(2 | 3) > 0.

< g max a2 - 2200112 ~ G e { s

b



2.3 The transition matrix changes in a subset of states

In some cases, the transition matrix is perturbed only in a subset S; C 5,
and restricted to S; the transition matrix is sufficiently mixing, in the sense
that the probability to reach any state in S; before leaving S; is bounded
from below. In this case, instead of taking the conductance in the definition
of the closeness relation, one can take another quantity, which is, in a sense,
the conductance restricted to Sj.

Such a case occurs, for example, if the state space can be partitioned
into some subsets, the transition matrix is mixing in each subset while the
probability to move from one subset to another is small, and one perturbs
the transition matrix only in one of the subsets.

Let S; be a subset of S, with |S;| > 1. Define

Let (s,) be a Markov chain with transition matrix ¢. We denote by P,
the law of (s,) when the initial state is s, and by Eg, the corresponding
expectation.

For every proper subset C' of S we let Tc = min{n > 0,s,, € C'} denote
the first hitting time of C' and T,% = min {n > 1,s, € C} the first return to

C . By convention, the minimum over an empty set is 4+o00.

Definition 3 Let e, > 0. We say that a transition matriz q is (g, 3)-close

1— )| < B whenever (a)

to g on S7 if for every two states s,t € S, a@s)

psq(tls) > ¢y or (b) psq(t]s) > e¢,.

We now state the Theorem that corresponds to Theorem Bl

Theorem 4 Let 3 € (0,1/21°)), a > 0 and ¢ € (0,%(%)‘5| X 5(1_5)). Let

~

X
\_/a
S

q be an irreducible transition matriz such that P&q(Tgr oy = T
1
every s,t € S1. Then, for every transition matriz q that is (e, 5)-close to q

on Sy and that coincides with g on S\S1, we have

1. All states of Sy belong to the same recurrent set R for q.



2. The stationary distribution @i of ¢ on R satisfies
u(s|S
- els)

< 18BL, for each s € 51, 4

where p(s | S1) = ps/ s, -

Note that the claims in Theorem Hl differ from those in Theorem B It is
no longer claimed that ¢ is irreducible, nor that the unconditional stationary
distributions p and i are close. The statements in Theorem Hl are optimal
in this respect. This is due to the fact that the quantity C[} contains no
information on the frequency of transitions out of S;. To emphasize this
point, consider the following example.

Assume that S = {a,b,c} and S; = {a,b}. Let ¢, € (0,1/2) be given.
Let two additional parameters A and 7 be given in (0,1), and define ¢ as
follows. From state a (resp. b) a chain with transition matrix ¢ moves to ¢
with probability 7, and otherwise to b (resp. to a). From state ¢, the chain
remains in ¢ with probability 1 — X, and otherwise moves to a or b with equal
probability %)\.

Plainly, ¢ is irreducible, and the value of u, = up depends on the ratio
A/m: this common value may be arbitrary close to 0 (resp. to 1/2) provided
A/n is close enough to 0 (resp. to 4+00). Note that ¢; = paq({b,c}|a) = q.
Let now ¢ be defined exactly as ¢, except that the parameter 7 is replaced by
another parameter 77 € [0,1]. As soon as 7,7 < min{e, 8}, ¢ is (g, 5)-close
to ¢. This is in particular the case if 7 = 0, in which case ¢ fails to be
irreducible. On the other hand, even if 7 > 0, the values of 7,77 and \ can
be chosen in such a way that the inequalities 1,77 < min{e, 3} are satisfied,
and n < A\ < 1. Hence, even if q is irreducible, its unconditional stationary

distribution iz may be arbitrarily far from pu.

2.4 Sensitivity of other quantities

Our graph-theoretic approach allows us to obtain information on other quan-

tities of interest. We here present the statements of the corresponding re-



sults.
We let Qg 4(:|C) denote the law of the exit state from C: Qg 4(t|C) =
P, ,T7 =1T;) for t ¢ C. Next, we set

_ 2iec Hag(slt)

vo(s) i==—————"for C C S and s € C, and 5
ole) > e g (Clt) ®)
Ko = Z vo(s)Eg glec] for C C S.

seC

The numerator (resp. the denominator) in (H) is the long run frequency of
transitions from C to s (resp. from C to C). Thus, v(s) is the probability
that the first stage in C the process visits is s, while K¢ is the average
length of a visit to C.

Assuming ¢ is irreducible, the corresponding quantities for ¢ will be
denoted by Q, 3, Uc(s) and IA(C. We now state the results on Q, 5 and I/(\'C

that hold in the framework of Theorems Pl and Hl respectively.

Theorem 5 Set c = 2 |S|2. Under the assumptions of Theorem @, the fol-
lowing holds: for each C C S,

1. HQS#I(' | C) — Qs 5(- | C)H < 128L for every s € C
2. %KC < f?c < cKe.

Theorem 6 Set ¢ = 2|S|%. Under the assumptions of Theorem |} the fol-
lowing holds: for each C' C S,

1. HQ&q(- | C) — Qs 5(- | C)H < 128L for every s € C

2. %KC < f?c < cKo

1 7o 7 1 Bs
3. EKsl < Kg, <cKg, or Kg,, Kg, > 5[5 X Cl}l .

We let ¢ be an irreducible transition matrix over .S. It is fixed throughout

the paper.



3 Preliminaries

Our computations are based on formulas due to Freidlin and Wenzell [?],
that express stationary distribution, exit distributions and expected hitting
times in graph-theoretic terms. For a discussion of some applications, we re-
fer to Catoni [?]. These tools have also been used in the context of stochastic
games in [?] and [?].

The weight of a graph is obtained from the transition probabilities cor-
responding to the different edges of the graph. We recall these formulas
in section BJJl Next, we compare the weights of a given graph under a

transition matrix ¢ that is close to q.

3.1 Reminder

Given C' C S, a C-graph is a directed graph without cycle g over S such
that:!

e For s € C, there is exactly one edge starting at s, denoted by (s, g(s)).
e For s € C, there is no edge starting at s.

Thus, given s € C, there is a unique path starting at s and ending at
some t € C. We say that s leads to t along g. We denote by G(C) the set
of C-graphs; for s € C,t € C, Gs4(C) is the subset of graphs g € G(C)
such that s leads to t along g. Note that G(C') depends only on C, and not
on the transition matrix. Note also that L bounds the number of graphs:
L> Yyeces|GO).

We identify each C-graph g with the collection of its edges: g = Usec{(s,9(s))}.

Given D C C, and g € G(C), the restriction of g to D is defined to be
the subgraph of g that contains exactly those edges of ¢ that start in D.
Thus, it is the D-graph ¢' = Usep {(s,9(s))}.

For every g € G(C), we define the weight of g under ¢ by

p(g) == ][ altls).

(sit)eg
!Our C-graphs correspond to C-graphs in [?], [?].

10



The following formulas were derived by Freidlin and Wentzell [?], Lem-
mas 6.3.1, 6.3.4 and 6.3.3. For more direct statements and alternative proofs

see Catoni [?].
Proposition 7 (Freidlin-Wenzell, 1984) Let (S,q) be a Markov chain.

e [If q is irreducible then for every s € S

. Yas\(sp PL9) -
’ ZyGS ZG(S\{y}) p(9)
o For every proper subset C' of S and every s € C,
E, [T—] _ ZG(C\{s})p(g) + ZtEC,t;ﬁs ZGS,t(C\{t})p(g) (7)
e >_cyp9) ’

and - .

ac)P\9
Q;s,4(t|C) = =————— for each t ¢ C. 8
1) Zas,t(o)p(g) ? ®

3.2 Basic properties

In this section we provide basic properties of weights of graphs. The transi-

tion matrix q is here arbitrary.

Definition 8 Let C be a proper subset of S, and let n > 0. A graph g €
G(C) is np-maximal if

> .
p(g) = n max, )p(g )

We denote by G"(C') the set of n-maximal C-graphs. For simplicity of
notations, we do not emphasize the dependency of G"7(C') on the transition
matrix. Clearly, G"(C) is non-empty, for every n < 1 and C C S. It is

worth listing a few basic properties of graphs that we use repeatedly.

Proposition 9 PO Let C1 N Cy =0, and g; € G(C;), fori=1,2. If all
paths of g1 lead to C1 U Cy, then g1 U go is a Cy U Cy-graph.

P1 Let C1NCy =10, g € G'(C1UCY), and g; the restriction of g to C;. If
all paths of go lead to C1 U Cy, then g1 € G"(Cy).

11



P2 Let C1NCy =0, and g; € G" (C;) fori=1,2. If g1 Ugs is a C1 U Cs-

graph, then it is n1m2-mazimal.

Proof. PO and P2 follow from the definitions. We now show that P1
holds. Otherwise, there is ¢j € G(C7) such that p(¢1) < np(¢}). By PO,
g =g Uge is in G(C1 UCy), but p(g9) < np(¢’), a contradiction. m

Note that P1 needs not hold without the condition that all paths of go
lead to C7; U Cy. Indeed, take S = {1,2,3,4}, C; = {1}, Cy = {2}, and
a2 1) = q(12) =1-q(3|1) =1-q4|2) = 2/3. The Cy-graph
g1 = (2 = 4) is 1/2-maximal, and the C; U Cy-graph (1 — 2,2 — 4) is

1-maximal.

Lemma 10 Let C' be a proper subset of S, let n > 0, and let H be a set of
graphs such that G"(C) C H C G(C). Then

0 < dea(o) p(9)

< —1<nL.
deHp(g)

In particular,

deH p(9)

0<1-—
dea(o) p(9)

<nL.

Proof. Since H C G(C), and by the definition of G"(C),

0< 2gec)Pl9) - 2gecenaP9) _ Lgeconenc) PlY) <nl
N ZgGH p(g) ZQEH p(g) N deGl(C) p(g)

as desired. m

4 Proof of the main results

We here prove TheoremsPlandEl We let €, 8 € (0, 1) satisfy the assumptions
of Theorem Pl and ¢ be another transition matrix over S. We assume that

q is (e, B)-close to q.

12



4.1 On graphs

For every proper subset C of S and every 1 > 0, we denote by @7(0) the set
of n-maximal graphs under g. For every C-graph g, p(g9) = [[;cc @(9(s) | s)
is the weight of g under g.

Lemma 11 For every proper subset C' of S,

1‘;‘2’82/@ <> ps@(Cls) < (1+B)[SP Y usa(Cls).  (9)

seC seC seC

Proof. Let sg € C and ty € C maximize the quantity usq(t | s) amongst
s€ CandteC. Then psq(to | s0) > Y sec 11s(C|3) /1512 > o/ 1S? > €y
Since ¢ is (e, 8)-close to q, q(to | s0) > (1 — B)q(to | s0). In particular,

N 1€ | ) > paglto | 50) > (1= B)paalto | s0) ‘ S 7S (]
seC seC
(10)
and the left hand side inequality in (@) holds.

Let s; € C and t; € C maximize the quantity psq(t | s) amongst s € C
and ¢ € C. By (@), pie (11 | 31) > Yo 150(C | 5)/IS2 = (1—B)C,/IS[* >
e. Since ¢ is (g, B)-close to ¢, q(t1 | s1) > q(t1 | s1)/(1 + ). Therefore
S 1@ 1 8) > gl | 1) > ——pgdlh | s1) > Zusq (C1s)
‘e o B - 1+msw2

and the right hand side inequality holds as well. =

Lemma 12 Let C C S and s € C be given. For every g € GP(C) (resp.
g€ GP(C)) nsalg(s) | 8) > ey (resp. psdlg(s) | s) > e¢y).

Note that the second claim is not symmetric to the first, since in both
we use the stationary distribution of q.

Proof. The proof is quite similar for g € G?(C) and g € G#(C). We
prove the lemma for the former, and mention where the proof for the latter
differs.

Let g € G(C) be arbitrary. The proof is by induction over the number

of states in C.

13



If |C] = 1, then C' = {s} for some s € S. Since g is f-maximal, 15q(g(s) |
5) > ﬁ/lslusq(Cl ) > &8 (for g € GP(C), by Lemma [T, 11,G(g(s) | s) >
Erhsd(Cls) > Bigh F1sa(Cls) > Bigk C)-
Consider now the case |C| > 1.
We first assume that there are at least two edges of g whose endpoints
do not belong to C. Let s1 # sy € C Let g; be the restriction of g to C'\ {s;},
i=1,2. By P1, g; € G?(C'\ {s;}). Since any edge of ¢ is an edge of g; or
g2 (or both), the induction hypothesis applied to C'\ {s;} and ¢;, i = 1,2,
implies that the claim holds for g.

Assume now that there is a unique state s; € C such that g(s;) ¢ C.
Let g; be the restriction of g to C'\ {s1}. By P1, g1 € G?(C \ {s1}). By
the induction hypothesis applied to C'\ {s1} and g1, psq(g(s) | s) > ¢, for
every s € C'\ {s1}. Thus, it remains to show that 1, ,q(g(s1) | s1) > €.

Let sy € C maximize the quantity usq(C | s) amongst s € C (for g €
GP (C), it is chosen to maximize p5q(C | s)). By the definition of ¢y, 115,¢(C |
52) > (o/IS| (for g € GP(C), by Lemma M, 1, 3(C | s2) > (1 - B)Cy/ISP).
Let g€ GY(S\O) (for g € @5(0), one also chooses g € GY(S\ C)) . By PO
and P2, gU g1 € G(S\ {s1}).

Let g € G*(S\ {s2}). Since gis\c is a S\ C-graph, we have p(g) >
p(Gs\¢)- Since for every t € C, Jio\{s2} Y (s2,1) is a C-graph, p(g) >
P(Gengso3)a(t | s2). In particular, p(g)p(g) > Bp(9)q(t | s2) for every t € C,
and therefore p(§)p(g) > £p(@a(C | 52).

14



Denote 35 = Y cs X gecs\fyp P9)- BY @) ps = 5= X ccs (s PL9)-

In particular,

% < 115,9(C | 52) < dec(sgz})p(g) v o )
< LDl (LB,
- Lg |BS|p(§U9 \ (s1,9(s1)))ag(s1) | 51)
L x |5
= > plg) xqlgls1) | s1)
ZB geG(S\{s1})
_ Lx|S]

5 1s19(9(s1) | 1)

But then pg,q(g(s1) | s1) > €(y, as desired. The calculation for g € G (C)

is analogous. ®m

Corollary 13 For every proper subset C of S,

‘1_@‘ < (IS] + 1)8, for every g € G*(C)UG?(C) (11)
and
‘EQEHP 9) < (|8 +1)8, where H = G*(C) U G?(C).
ger g

Thus, the weights of S-maximal graphs under ¢ and g are close.

Proof. Note first that the second inequality follows immediately from
the first one. Let us prove (). Let g € G?(C). By Lemma [ 15q(g(s) |
5) > e(, for every s € C. Since q is (g, B)-close to ¢, (1 — B)q(g(s) | s) <
qg(s) | s) < (145)q(g(s) | s). Multiplying this inequality over s € C yields

(1-8)“p(g) < Blg) < (1+8)“!p(g), and ([ follows.
The proof for g € éﬁ(C’) is similar. m

4.2 Proof of Theorem

Proposition 14 The transition matriz q is irreducible.

15



Proof. It is enough to prove that for every non-empty subset C' C 5,
there exists s € C, and t ¢ C such that q(¢ | s) > 0.

Let s1 € C and t; ¢ C be such that us,q(t1 | s1) > ¢;/|S|> > €¢,. Since
q is (g,B)-close to q, q(t1 | s1) > (1 = pB)q(t|s)>0. m

We need the following technical Lemma.

Lemma 15 1. Let (a;)]_; and (b;)_, be positive numbers, and let ¢ >

I
Ei:l aq

0. If %—1‘<€f07“eve1“yi:1,---althen T b_1‘<gand
: i=1%

min{a ,(127--'70’}

m_l‘ <<

2. Lete € (0,1/3), and let a, A,b, B > 0. If|%—1‘ <e and |%—1‘ <e

a/b —1‘ < 3e.

then A/—B

Proof. The proof of the first part is left to the reader. For the second
part, note that 1/(1+¢) < B/b < 1/(1 — €), which implies that B/b — 1 <
e/(1 —¢). In particular,

a/b a B a €

1< (1= = - _ - _ .
AE 1‘_ ((A 1‘“)‘1; 1‘+‘A 1(<(1+s)1_ be<3e

|
Proposition 16 For each s € S,
11— Hs) < 188L.
i

Proof. Fix s € S. By (@),

po— L 2CEDPO e e P9)

D yes ZG(S\{y}) p(9) D yes ZG(S\{y}) 20)

For every y € S, define H, = G(S\ {y}) U GP(S\ {y}). Define

p__2wPl9) s 2n P
AT DI S D DRI S

By Lemma [0 and Lemma [[H, % - 1‘ < 3BL and % - 1‘ < 3B8L. By
Lemmas [[M and M3 % — 1‘ < 3(]S|+1)8. Since L > |S| > 2, the result

follows by Lemma [H([E). =
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4.3 Proof of Theorem

Proposition 17 For every proper subset C of S, every s € C and t € C,

|Qsq(t| C) — Qs 5(t | C)] < 128L.

Proof. Denote H = G?(C) UGP(C), and Hyy = H N Gy 4(C).
Assume first that Hy ¢ # (. By @), one has

ZHmGs,t(C) p(9)
ZG(C) p(9)

‘Qs,q(t\c) - < pL.

Since % — 1‘ < BL, this yields, by Lemma [[H(Z),

>_HnG..(c) P9)

ZH p(9)

and a similar inequality holds with ¢ replaced by g.
By Corollary [3 and Lemma [TH(TI),

< BL+3BL <45L,

‘Qs,q(t\c) -

ZHOGS,t(C) p(g)
ZHmGS,t(C) p(9)

By Lemma [OE), (I3) implies

2inG (@ P9 Xnna,.c) PlY9)
>-np(9) >_n Pg)

which implies, using (I2),

> blg)

-1

ZHP(Q)

< 36(15]+ 1),

‘Qs,q(ﬂc) - Qsﬁ(ﬂc)‘ < /B(SL + 3(|S| + 1))

< B(|S|+1) and 7' < B(IS]+1).

(12)

(13)

If, on the other hand, Hs; = (), then by () and the definition of H,,

Quq(t10),Qq(t| C)<BL. m
Proposition 18 For every proper subset C of S,

Ko < Ko <2|S)* Ke.

2[5
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Proof. We first argue that

ZSGC M_S
ZSEC /"LSQ(O | S)

Indeed, define the r.v. p,, as the average length of visits to C' that end before

K¢ =

(14)

stage n + 1:
pn = zz:l 1sp€C
" ZZ:]_ 1Sp€Clsp+1¢C ‘
By the ergodic theorem, the sequence (py,) converges, Py, 4-a.s. to K¢, while

the right hand side in ([[3) converges Py, 4-a.s. to sl Ty identity
’ Ysec 1sq(Cls)

(15)

() follows.
By Proposition @ for every s € C,
(1 = 188L)pus < fis < (14 188L)ps. (16)
By Lemma [l
1-p
WZusq(C\ <> psq(Cls) < (14 B)IS1P > psa(Cls).  (17)
seC seC seC

Egs. (@) and (I]:ZI) yield
—188L)(1 —
U= I8OL) = B) 5=, 4(Cls) < 3 Ad@(Cls) < (14+8)(1+18BL)[SI2 3 paa(Ts).

2
‘S‘ seC seC seC
(18)
Summing up Eq. (@) over s € C gives
(1—188L)> pe < Y fis < (L +18BL) Y ps. (19)

seC seC seC
The Proposition follows by dividing ([[d) by [IX). =

5 Proof of the variations

We here prove Theorems Hl and B We shall follow the previous proofs,
and will point out which changes are needed. We let a, ¢, 8 be given, that
satisfy the assumptions of Theorem Bl The result of Section Bl still hold for
every proper subset C of S7, namely Lemmas [[] and Corollary are
still valid, provided the assumption C' C S is replaced by the assumption
Cc S

18



5.1 Proof of Theorem M

We need the following observation.

Lemma 19 For every y € Si, there exists a (a/L)!Sl-mazimal graph § €
G(S1\y) such that all paths of g lead to y.

Proof. By P2, for every s € S1\y there is a $-maximal S1\y-graph
gs in which s leads to a state in y. Let hg be the path in g5 that connects
s to y (this is a set of edges). Let g be a S;\y-graph that is contained in

Uses,\yhs- Then g satisfies the conditions. m
We next prove the two assertions of Theorem HEl
Lemma 20 All states of S1 belong to the same recurrent set for q.

Proof. It is enough to prove that for each C' C Si, there exists s € C
and t € C such that g(t|s) > 0. The proof of Proposition [[4 still applies,
provided ¢, is replaced by C;. [

Lemma 21 For each s € S,

- 25
H(s151)

Proof. The proof goes essentially as in Proposition[[fl Setn = 8/(a/L)!S <
(a/L)%, and fix s € S1. By (@),

< 188L.

u(s|S1) = 2_c(s\{s}) P(9)

S I/)\
_ and f(s|Sy) = >_a(s\(sh) Pl9)
2 yes, 226 (s\{yh) P(9)

- Xyes; Las\iyy P9)
For every y € S, define H, = G"(S\ {y}) U G(S\ {y}). Define

) N IC) and ' (sl6) — >-m,plg)
o) = S S g ) = S B

Fix for a moment y € S;. By Lemma[there is a (a/L)!l-maximal Sy \ {y}-

graph g such that all its paths lead to y. Let g € G"(S\ {y}), and gg\ (4}
gs\s, its restrictions to 1\ {y} and S\S;. Using the above remark, the

19



graph gU gg\g, is a S\ {y}-graph. Therefore, ggl\{y} is n(a/L)%|-maximal

(a
(= p-maximal). By Corollary [[3 one has p(gsl\{y};‘ < (|S| + 1)B.

P(gs1\{y}
Since ¢ and @ coincide outside S1, p(gs\s,) = P(gs\s;). Thus, ‘1 — —‘ <
(|S] 4+ 1)5. Lemma [ and Lemma [ i 5((Z|I%11)) — 1‘ < 3pL and

‘5((3,8"%11 1‘ < 3BL. By Lemmas [0 and A ‘ ‘Sl 1‘ < 3(|S] + 1)B.
Since L > |S| > 2, the Lemma follows by Lemma (I?]) ]

5.2 Proof of Theorem

The proof of the first two assertions in Theorem [@l is identical to the proof
of the two assertions in Theorem Bl (see Propositions [ and []). We omit

it. We now prove a slightly strengthened version of the last assertion.

Proposition 22 Letn < z—:Cq be such that‘

)
1. One has

1 IS
—Ksl < Ksl < CK-S1 or Ksl,Kgl > 2|S| X —1

The last statement in Theorem [l corresponds to the case n = EC;.

Proof. Fix s € S;. By (@),
1

>res, M(HS)a(ST [ 1)
and a similar equality holds for K sy, involving i and g. By Theorem EIE)

Kg, =

and Lemma [0, the ratio between I?Sl and L is between

ZteSl w(t[S1)q(S1t)
1 — 548L and 1+ 545L.

If for every t € S and u & Sy, pq(u | t) < n and pq(u | t) < n, then

Kg, > |g‘521 and Kgl > (1—-545L) % G%, as desired.

If, on the other hand, there exist t € S; and u ¢ S such that piq(u | t) >

L8| < 5, and therefore puq(u | t) > (1-F)n and

ueq(u | t) > (1 — B)n. For every t € S and u ¢ S1 such that pq(u | t) <n

nor pq(u | t) > nthen |1—

and uq(u | t) <7 we have mq(u [ t) < 3 cg ma(S | t) and pg(u | t) <
> tes, 1:q(S1 | t). Tt follows that the ratio between > tes, pq(S1 | t) and
D ies, 1:q(S1 | t) is at most |S|2. The result follows.

20
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